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PRE-COUNCIL MINUTES

Salt Creek Floodplain Mapping
December 11, 2006

City Council Members Present: Jon Camp, Robin Eschliman, Dan Marvin, Annette McRoy, Patte
Newman, and  Ken Svoboda

Others Present: Nicole Fleck-Tooze, Karl Fredrickson, Ben Higgins, Karen Sieckmeyer, Public
Works/Utilities; Glenn Johnson, Lower Platte South NRD; and Milan Wall, Heartland Center for
Leadership

Patte Newman, City Council Chair  called the meeting to order.  

Nicole Fleck-Tooze, Public Works/Utilities, introduced Glenn Johnson from the Lower Platte South
Natural Resource District, and Milan Wall, Heartland Center for Leadership and Ben Higgins, Public
Works/Utilities Project Manager.

A power point presentation was given by Fleck-Tooze, Johnson and Wall.  Johnson started out by doing
a project overview and walking through the maps;  Fleck-Tooze discussed the companion ordinance; and
Wall went over the public process.  See attached slide presentation.

With the conclusion of the presentation, Newman opened it up for questions.  Newman wanted to
know if the City was being a little more liberal than it should be with regard to allowing any fill in
this area.  Doesn’t it create more of a hazard for commercial and residential properties?  Fleck-Tooze
responded that the City was not currently proposing to exceed the Federal requirement with this
application.  This insures that there will not be a rise greater than one foot in flood height, which is
the minimum FEMA standard.  It is a little unusual here because typically you would have a floodway
that you would regulate that would be wide enough to insure that this was the case.  But FEMA is
allowing some flexibility here so that we keep the floodplain within the levy, but in doing so, the City
has to reserve the storage.  So Newman is right, you would still have some potential for a rise in flood
heights, but the model demonstrates that you wouldn’t have a rise greater than one foot to meet the
minimum of FEMA standards.  Newman asked if one of the Floodplain Task Force’s recommendations
was that they wanted to make sure in the future, there is no adverse impact, no net rise, no loss of storage
and this is allowing much greater development and fill.  Fleck-Tooze agreed that it certainly was a big
topic for that group.  Salt Creek represents about 60 percent of the floodplain within the urbanized area
that we have not yet adopted any higher flood standards for. So the intent is to first make sure we have
the best available information to base any decisions on before we would move forward to examine if we
needed to adopt some higher standards in the existing urban area.    Fleck-Tooze said that this is just
intended to be the mapping component.  It does not address whether there are any higher standards
needed with regard to development.

Camp stated that if the City is allowing certain fill-ins, wouldn’t that expand what you just visualized
for us?  Johnson said that if you do fill, you are displacing a certain amount and it will have the potential
to increase the flood height less than a foot.  As you increase the flood height you have a creep of that
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outer boundary of whatever that elevation is.  It may go out (depending on the topography) if  it is an
extended flat topography it could go out several hundred feet, if it is steep it could be nominal.  So there
is a potential, as with the existing ordinances today in the existing urban area, to have some flood plain
creep when you allow any fill.  Camp said with that in mind, when you defined the present 100 year
floodplain, does that take into account the percentage of fill?  Johnson said that it is based on the existing
conditions before any of the fill would be placed. Camp asked how that percentage of fill is allocated on
development?  Fleck-Tooze said the way the ordinance is drafted (copy is on the website) is on a parcel
by parcel basis.  So here is my ownership and I have to meet that percentage of allowable fill on my
ownership or I can show that I have a permanent easement from my neighbor to use a portion of that
property to meet that storage area requirement.  But each person is responsible for meeting it on their
own property.  Robin Eschliman had a question on SA9 which is on the Example Ordinance Application
slide.  Is this considered floodway or floodplain?  Fleck-Tooze stated that on that map it is floodplain
and the floodway is probably within the levies so the map that is in the brochure does not include the
floodway because we are focused in on that portion of Salt Creek where the floodway is confined within
the levy.  

Fleck-Tooze mentioned that the Council would be seeing this come before them sometime in the March
time frame.

Meeting adjourned.






















